The present study examined the effects of lesions to the dorsal striatum (DS) in Sprague-Dawley rats, when tested on the acquisition and successive shifts in the position of a goal arm in an eight-arm radial maze. In the procedure we used, rats had to retrieve the location of one baited arm among the eight arms of the maze after it had just been presented as a sample during a forced trial. After attainment of a fixed learning criterion, rats were submitted to five successive shifts in the goal location. Results showed that DS rats were able to learn the position of the goal arm during the acquisition phase as efficiently as sham-operated rats. In contrast, when the position of the goal arm was shifted, although DS rats were able to learn its new position, they made significantly more errors and required more sessions to reach criterion than sham-operated rats. These results suggested that both groups did not solve the task using the same behavioral strategy. The analysis of responses made suggested that sham-operated rats solved the task using the pairing rule between the forced and the free run (matching-to-sample rule), while DS rats solved the task using only visuospatial processing. These data therefore suggest that the dorsal striatum plays an important role in rule-learning ability.
INTRODUCTION
The striatum is a complex structure known for its role in motor functions (Gerfen, 1992) ; however, it has also been shown to play an important role in learning and memory processes. In humans, neurodegenerative diseases involving the basal ganglia lead to pathologies, such as Parkinson's or Huntington's diseases, in which motor and cognitive deficits are apparent. The major cognitive impairments in both pathologies relate to retrieval processes (Mohr, Fabbrini, Ruggieri, Fedio, & Chase, 1988; Pillon, Deweer, Michon, Malapani, Agid, & Dubois, 1994; Faglioni, Scarpa, Botti, & Ferrari, 1995; Dubois & Pillon, 1997) , as well as rule-finding abilities (Freedman & Oscar-Berman, 1986; Oscar-Berman, McNamara, & Freedman, 1991; Taylor & Saint Cyr, 1995) . However, these diseases also result in procedural learning deficit (Heindel, Salmon, Shults, Walicke, & Butters, 1989; Knopman & Nissen, 1991; Saint-Cyr, Taylor, & Lang, 1988) and in an inability to elaborate or maintain new strategies in tasks requiring adaptation to novelty (Downes, Roberts, Sahakian, Evenden, Morris, & Robbins, 1989; Taylor, Saint-Cyr, & Lang, 1990; Owen, James, Leigh, Summers, Quinn, & Marsden, 1993; Owen, Rob- 
